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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Brian P. Eaan . ^ 

(2) Mr. C. Bruce Hamburg QSd^L (4) 
Date of Interview: August 31. 2004 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

cM Personal [copy given to: 1 )g| applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)H No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-34 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Stouahetal. C124). Touriniemi C307). and Hibler C200) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)|£| N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an aqreement 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 



was 



ll«!i e h, de f ript .'° n k ; if ^cessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab e, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

Ltpp™ L ^ R 'IL E c N d R o EPLY T ° ™ E LAST 0FFICE ACTI0N MUST INCLUDE T HE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
rill Sm ( ™tu c!™ 6 So L 13 04) - ,f a reply t0 the last 0ffice action has alread V be en filed, APPLICANT IS 
S^ 01 ' 1 ™ FR0M THIS 'NTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an ^/^^F^Y' shlj dtf 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signatu^, if required ' 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) lnterview Summafy 



Paper No. 20040831 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

S^>i?n!? statement as t0 the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in thP 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. the 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

. . Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where recons.deration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons oresented at the inters « 
warranting favorable act,on must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as sS§K 1 32) 

auk • .L..U r. . . T _. 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or aaents at the Patent and 
ITTrZ ^ unnec ! ssar V The act r of ^ Paten, and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the v^mTSS^^£^^% to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt anennon win oe paid to 



, ♦ T !T acti °" of ! he Pa,enl and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

ti» - v-mtaJ? re t sp ° nsibilit y of 'he applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

'ss^ssss; ssx^nir examine ' s responsibiii,y ,o see that such a record is made ™« «° — 

in*™™ hl X S^in„Th U8t complete . a " Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durinq the 
nterview by checking the appropnate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters directed solely na restricton 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812 01 of the Manual ™P^Smi^ProSS o 22a 

Sfh&S I T r0fS ° r unreadable script in 0ffice actions ° r »■» «ke, are excluded from the interview recordaSS^l£ K the 
substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record requTred 

Xontent»^«£^X ^ * 9 T n . an appro P riate Paper No - P |ace d j " the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aaent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicants ^correspondenS address 

cil'mln^H 0 ?? "TP* 0ffi ?' <;™ nication - ' f additi0nal ^^spondence from the examiner is not kely ^re^anlZJna^ "<S2r 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" Sl^rt~I? n f Whe,her T a9reement was reached and if s * a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

nS^ bei "9 a "° Wable >- Note: • » <° a '« V * tentative L does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

chnilH . 11 desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
22! «IT± h0W6Ver ' thal the . , " t ? rview Summar V F °™ wi " "°t normaMy be considered a complete and propel ZS^^SS^' 
substan* ^ oHhe jnte^ew^ * ' " ,0 inC,Ude ' a " ° f the applicab ' e items re « u * ed below ™*SZ 

Z^LT^ 0Per t l C ° rd f i0n °/ the substance of a "y in terview should include at least the following applicable items: 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> fnli^^f' 0 " ° f "I 6 principalp ?P°fed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, <"'<=au y uc»wiueu un me 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

In,!ir?H n ThfT frV 8 "^ not ta len9% ore la°°rate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
Si ™ M ent ' ficat ! on ° f th * ar 9 umen ts is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood m the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fu ly 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) V 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) tte2£ 9eneral reSUltS ° r ° UtC ° me ° f the interVfeW ' U " leSS a ' ready deScribed in the lnlerview Summar y Fo(m completed by 

„ lro . Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comDlete and 
accurate, the examiner w.ll g.ve the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementaSfbutedTo^Tflf^ °' her r .? aSOnS °f reC ° rd ' the eXaminer should send a letter settin 9 forth th e examiner's version of the 

^S^ZSS£^%^ KCOrd ? C ° mp ' ete and aCCUrate ' tne examiner should place the indication. "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/911,142 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Multiple issues were discussed. First, Mr. Hamburg addressed the 

act that he minor informalities would be addressed in the response and a terminal disclaimer will be filed to address 
the double patenting issues. auuie&b 

Generally, the claimed invention allows for improved applicability to inside corners based on its folded structure 
Each individual reference was then discussed. 

Hibler teaches a heavy rigid plastic material with a separate flexible hinge material in the center. It is arguably more 
difficult to peel the release liner if the substrate is in a folded configuration 

Tounniem. doesn't necessarily need a release liner because a release coating is used. The examiner suggested that 
there .s a functional equivalence between the use of a release coating and a release liner. The applicant asserts that 
the examiner has used improper hindsight to arrive at the 103 rejection from the previous office action. The examiner 
will consider the applicants arguments in the next response. examiner 
The examiner and the applicant's representative finally discussed possible amendments to the claims. Based on 

v'^lVnf < m9 f 3 6r ! n * ma ? fi , al hinge ' il was su 99ested that the backing layer be defined as a backing layer 
consisting of a uniform material of planar construction" or "consisting of a uniform material construction " The 
examiner did suggest that Hibler, the primary reference, does teach a uniformly constructed backing layer 
All issues discussed will be addressed in the applicant's response ' 
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